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religious (Ol lg legations, t v<'n geli G11 women 's grou ps <mel 
gay and leshian organiz3liollS_ 

Finall y, Iile Con-spirando collec ti vE: is committed to 
nctworklllg bO!il loca lly and :)t iI regional/international 
level wiLh other like- minded orgamz<1(ions. groups and 
moveme nts who sh;ue our vision. 
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Corrington, Robert S. (1950-) 

Robert S. ('OITIIl!.!IOIl , a pro Fesso l <'I t Drew Univers ity in 
New ]('rscy. hils developed an inn uenli al philosopbical 
and religious theory of nature wh ich he caUs '" ecstatic 
naturalism.'" In cJ evelop lllg his Iheo ry, he cl;;.lims th:l1 
not1 . !"e h;"15 no op pos ile ("mel is a ll tha l is. There rore, ror 
ecst,lt it: na l'uralism, the re C<l ll be no God cJi ffe re ne from or 
outside na tu re. 

Ecs (a ti c nalur<1li s m follows tw o pr<1gmatic principles. 
Fi rst , everYl hing in th e w orld is seen to be in a complex 
relation"hip 10 so mething else in th e wo rl d, but nothing 
is lota lly lelatc-d to eve lything. These cJjve rse rehl lio ns 
rOnll "co mplexes." fhe second rule ad vocates "o ntological 

I)a ri ty " a mi claims that every complex is ontologica ll y 
as rea l as any other. The principl <> of on lolo~i cal parily 
is used to re fuce any worldvlew which seeks ro classify 
some stJLIcture::. a~ not n ·;\l o r less tru e, clOd honor 
o thers as brue r, more rr id o r tru e. Thus classical 
th eis m, with il ~ be lief in a l l nmnipo len t a n(\ omnipresent 
God that ulle rly surpasses the crea tures in oneness, 
truth, ;1nd goodn ess can neither he in acco rd ance wilh th e 
ru h: agai n..,1 tota l access to complexes nor ontological 

p;) riiy. 

l:.C"~ (alic naturalism views na lure as having two dimen­
s ions : "nature natu ring"' and "nature na tured" (Ave IToc5 , 
Sp inoza, Buchler). Unlikt: most other natura lis t pili­
loso phies , ecstatic natura lism b committed to lhinkll!g 
abouf the sacred in nature. Nature n<1tur ing repre~en l \ lite 
V(1.)lness of nature which gives birth to nature natllf~d 

(i .e., the multiple ord~rs a nd complexes of HIl: world). 
Nature naturing is not o nl y the origin of everytbing 
else . but iI destination as wel l. ,I "not- y et" (Heidegger). Thl' 
ontological difre rence hetween the two dimensions Itr 
natun;- is, for ecsta tic: natura lism , hr ld open by an ::lbys~ 

which a pcrson must confro nt in orde r f0 gam ml';~nlnR 

or [he world. Mela ncho ly and ecstasy art' the two fll nda ­
mt' olat aUunements of ecstatic" naturalism, mchm choly 
givi ng a hUllJ ,H1 self-unde rst,m ding: of the depth :1nd 
irnmensurabitity of na ture naturi n g". 1) l"t l'n f'XPf'"ri l'llccd as 
th e longi ng for a 10sL o ri ~in , or (he miH ern JI (KflS trv~l ; 

ecstasy bein g rad ica lly opcn 10 Lh e fu ture. This It' tlSf sra('(' 
between th e n evermore and the nOL-yet i ~ the fI~ld 01 
world sem io~is, where human.'> gain understanding bOlh ilf 
1I,i\ ure and o f ho w [hey are sha ped by nature. 

Corring to n has advocclled a decen tC!red, d ivine' spirit Of 

sp iri ts in his writings. where lhe sac red iu natufC is S{"(,Il.l.'i 
one of tbe procJuct~ or na Lure natlll"ing, whi<.:h enC(J"l.Io ters 
lhe humall in numt:"fOus and numinous ways. His reefrl! 
moves have been into dial o gue with Hegd and (he eSl) tmc 

traditi ons. Ecstatic na turdlism has become lYlOl't pa.n­
theis tic, noL o nl y vi ewing some aspects or na tu re l1a tu~ 

as ::'3cred, hu t also encompass ing nJ tUlT nalunng il! 

w:-II. One of the ca paci ti es 01" natu re is seen w be .all 
'" inFlflili zin (f' process , capable or op l:ning up new sa tre<! 
d ime ns ions [01" experienCing st.:'ives. 

Sigl idur Gmlmn rsaorrtr 

Further Read ing 
Co rrington, Robert. '"My Passage from PanemheisllL 

10 Panthe jsm." Amenc{l/1 Journal of l lle% !}), B 
Philosophy 23:2 (May 2002). 

('urri ng ton , Ro bert. A Semiotic Theory oj Tlle%[J1' 11 11,1 
Pl1ilosop llJl. Cambridge: Cambridge: Uni versi ty Prrss. 
2000. 

Co rringlOn , Robert. Nn ture amI SpiriT: All E~\r1\' III' 

EcstM(C Nnturofism, New York: Fonlham tJnl ...crsity 

P ress. 1992. 
See also: N<lture Rel igion; Panthei sm; Spin oza, fiamcb; 

Unirarianism. 

~ Cosmology 

Cosmology is !he objec r of resea rch hy anthropology and 
phys ics. Astrophys iCS st udi es the evolution of Ih ~ WTI­
verse, w hil e anrhropology analyzes the cosmologies" 
;) 11 the world's (u lWres as soc io-cul tura l constructions. In 



Ikric Jnlt myqi c[J~ j l c: v~ '\ () P 1T1hI L.. II f rill' K;1bl )••l;1l1. 

lamSUti ltn Jud ni<;1n i l ~(: If ·, without the possib il ity 
mnc:lf11;:l rlr::tr1 o r .1 11 Elysium ty pe othnworld , a ll 
f\lll"lttl un U'lC Ir iL1-11 SllI"V IV id ort he Jewi"h i.'1 hno~ 
lit,! 11i.!!l un any k ind of pe rsu nal immurt ali LY. As 
has hhlo,it'd ll y ("o millll t d to mo ve (Iway nom 

I (Jri g ifi ~ (OW;lrd <1 c:uHc ri ng o n its ~{ud i. '-o ;t (1";111 ­
il l being., it" p~gan rct l:"Il l10n or :l\.· C: t:',>l hig the 
;] C'hC'rI~htd and :1 C"ceplilll ly plc ;ISUI ;;IIJ!e lilu g iblc 

'4~r'~ Jud"l~ r1l luw.ltd Ihl! mOSl sdl izophrf' nic 
:al pil">UlOJI , e\len if If ~SC;:lpes the radical cthtCClI 
!IWt'l' Jl l{O(ld and -ev ii tlJ al Ul1lm t.llI Cf' irs Chlistian 
lilt' SiS.h:t o r rlmlghter rlligiolls. 

(l)lU r' i!'irinp; rel igious iclcrtl-rype 10 hoth the 
lie' ;lfid dh<1frn ic: a~ w e ll :IS ,)<",(11 1;1(- (alllf'i$ t. 
.111d{m DlNhnn iC"all cons truct~ IS , ul" COUf::'(', Ihe 

'THi .'i.'i Ihe supcm<l tural fw helill.' r UUII, god... thl: 
(I( ,,:'-'t'll godde<;s) , We re are bOl h s('("ul.u pa g~lI1::' 

III Jl;lg.uL!.. 'Il ll're all.. .11150 d lt ~l rm ic p..lgall:\ - espe­
'lJpl~' who h lsl' 11agnn i1 t1d Bllddh i~t sp irituClliry 

trnrtlL(, . Wh ile mo~ r or vernacu lar lI in r( ui ::. rn is 

~.m lit t'CPIH t'j'l<; \ 10 it:-. "offlcit!! "' tllcolvgi("111("tn()~ll e 

ofVed,mtio;: i3 ralIl1I Rrt iS Il1. Anti o fcO UI"!l(' . t h c.·n~ :IIT· 
Irnham ir Il:rl!{<H1S or paga ll pos.sib ll it i(·s and/or 
h:,g. Che()T,haffi', "li t: lit' ffllion of s<lints, revcrcnl..:e 

In ilf'mlilh. wo r~llIp of As lil"f<lh, etc.l. But in 

mg any l1iJ.nt l'U.: i q rc undersla nd ing oi" natll re 
J as di vine III s<tcrcd, we <Ire by default vi rt u<tlly 
QII pa~<tub.m - whc tht.:r (h <l l pa ntheism illcl llil('s 

m;t1ural hHJ ~;1f1 !J ilgallbmJ or d{,Hks it (-,I!cula r 
n), Thr dl~UIIClj o Jl bNw{'cn the Iwo lies with the 
osition c-nlc r(<1 i ni ng Ihe Sllp\'lrM tur'i'"Ii as a tr~lfI S­

L·,ll r(,:'!I l it}' lh m IH= rh;\p'" Opf' l'~!It' S ch it· ny th rough 
r .a nJ sym'h ronie llY, if not IrarUl ion(l1 mflgic as 
llnt'r wOHL..., th ~ 5l1pcrnawral refrrs to the dimell ­
:mltlJI1JnIt)t1!. . nO "~{, lI1 pifi(": 1 1 dynam ic~, 1I10ugh 

{ttn: Iltifol i... l'onsidt reu to bc a tel hl ric or cosmic 
,ltt'. Thl' .111 011..· s.el·ulaJ pa ga n position tcnds to rol ­

I lJl~ :IIHI ulldcrs l;Jnd tllc 111 v ilJ~ tOtali ty, thaI b, 

~ dl\'ln(' , in (CUllS or purely cau\;j l r't" I ;J lions hip~, 


pproadu.:!'10 IIi(' S;I<: r<' t\ more as i1 v<llue (han as R 


"Sir 

z.1's, ph ilo <"OIIIIY cOlnbill es im mane nrisnt <l ncl 

ft1"~l i d~lII. il il d It u l lllll aldy r('pITS l' rlts ,a merh{Jdo­

m<iphl'd Il ltldl l"IC <ll ion HI' PJotinus. Irs panthei!'>1Tl 

antt hrnlrrril Il l tt/rrm ls) and e manati on (natura 

J is fln tndlL"'S~ !,t"rit'S o f mechan ic.!1 d jrfUSIO:l .and 
l, More org;,nic I mlll~ of' pan lhc-ism a re lo \)1: 

I lhl' Inelaphysi<-" ur na tli rd lis lll. Like pant h(;1 <)m, 
,In holds Ih ..,l " II ('x pnit'll ce o r Ir:mporal and 
"talil), Oct'urs with in :mrl as a p;] n of n:tture. 

of Ihe "uJJ~·l n.1 t ul jJ l Rre avoided. In ot heor words , 
y IS 1101111IT, Jnd (ill' ulti mate is Itt be: round wilhi n 

cwor~ 001 n..\tmc <ln d n r)[ o lHs ide it. 10 the de~n:e 

lO/.i1·~ su bo.;lnlH.:e (m /Ill/a I jUl jJmil~J i ~ w be un der-
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stood as god, he ac\vQC<li('s Wllill l·ou ld he CIRssi hed :1~ ;) 

~pirjluC11 Or ide;]lbtic (orm 0 1 11Mll l"nl i<;m. His naltlt ~ is 
1k in to <: ilhe! .<:.pirit OJ menral <.'inegolies. M(lteri~Ii.<:.tt<.: 

na tu: a lism, in contrJsl , cellter~ on rl J;J [lt'f or t!le m<llte l / 
t"nc J).~Y contrnuum 21.<:. (he m('caphysll:.il tlmdanw ll i. Along 
with Iht"'>(' traditiona l school.5 orrl ;r lu ra li::. tn , I h(·t~ an.: a.I~o 
neul !"; I "Inri dy namic lI rlcltrstalHl in1ts - the fa nn er sC'('s 
re<l ltlY as s t<rtic cnlity ;lIl el f'f' I<lti o n ; tht"' til lCI , a~ Inocc.':os 
and energy that are nf'il her menia l 11m physic.-!! . As pro­
ponents or descriplive' or nt·u lI ,!1 l1 )1tu rali"i lll, John Dewey 
(J II J9- j 952), Cieorge SantaYi.\na (1 AbJ- 19'J 2) and JUSLUS 

l.Iuchln (1914-,1991) fcl; lIt' IhE" ';(Jl l rc c of pOlentiaJi ty to 

fhe I1ldinici/ substrale in its very l )(' iIlFtnc::'\~. N\l n l iu()~i l y 

hceon;cs purely a deriv;:rUve 0 [" Ilullln n projection, and 
natun" IS reduce'd to J se ries 01 c ausal s('qucnc('<,. Its 
cS,>t' lltial hum<lnism in wh ich rrlig iotl'.. goab de rive fronl 

~oci(l l ae!"ion IMendy assumc~ an <'Xt l~-natural v<lnt..Jg <.· 
from w hich Lo nlf'lke i ls j udgrnems on the limils o f nature 's 
tTan.<; ronnCl,I \'e poss ibiliLies and •.lIlY denial o f tltt 
unlim it ed polencies thaI C<ln eml: rge from nature·s hidr1nl 

dep llt ~. 

A mure contempOf;.lIY understand ing or Jl;II\\r; l iIS~IIc1 
interpretalion 01" the potenci€' 'i ot l1arUJ"{! lIoli/mll.'> <Ind 
emelg ing ;I nd emerged orders or lIatura IInfurata llnde r­ \: 
st,Hlding <Ire provided by Robert Corrin l( to n. PosIting tha t 
lh{· I"t.. can be no thin r: beyond or oUlside nature, CorringLon 
nrgu('s lil al nOlions of an extr;) Harur<l l, omnipotent , 
om II Ipre"'> f"llI , self-conscioll s ere~nor and 'iust<riner are 
examples of anlhroponlOlllhk projecli(J1I and hubris. H(' 
c.li ls ror a I.:;negoric<ll fou ndalio lli'll il naly <; is 10 !eplacc 
t raditional th eological rom <l lll ic ism and wish fulfil imelli . 
l"rO Il I his perspective, the lIalura J1atumllS or what he c<llls 
·'nature na tLlrin~( is the uncon<;(:w u<; o f nature - one that 
rcl(lle~ LO ri le orders of th e world a nd universe of R~, t ro ­

physics in the same way thRl tht: h1i nMJI unco itsdous 
re l Rte~ lo personal consciotlsness. A !"old of n ;..t (UF(' is Rn 

Intensified product of nalUre J 1,ltUJi n ~ ~nd no t a conscious 
ot )Upen lUll1an a~ent o r <l W<lfell('s:. ''IlI d purpose. Corring ­
ton ~t l":SSt'~ the b<is ie div ide (hat ex isb between [ iJc two 
hal ves or an all -encompasslllg Ilf'llUre that is impossible 10 
de rl nt:. l/or is pa r1icularly eritk al ur the "militantly se lf­
def l:' n:::.ive Western rnonothei~III S ' · (Corrington 1997; tHJ In 
wh ic h tI poSited linear find selr-cencefcd god is thou~h t to 
bring ib own othel into existent.:e out of nonexislenu _' and 
lh ell excrcise absolute dominion ove1 it. A Cl"C<ltor god h;'Js 
no gen uine ai-her. Instead, ror Corrillg ton, the sacred is 
Si lliply nalure·s most im[Jorlill lf lll(ln il~,~tall() n, the dilllCll · 
siolls ot" w hic h necd to be undcr~lOod post-an thropomOI ­

phically if theology is nol to be merely il gender. race or 
class <luWbiogr<l phy. There is ·' \lor hi ng w h~fSOI;>VC I oUl"irl e 
or na ture. The sacred is in (lnd of nal ur t.: and cannot out ­
s,rip n<1ture" [Corring ton 1991: lO). Nevenheless, despite 
tr uman projections that exlerioriz.e elements of Il l(: per~ 
sonal nn rl collective ullcomciou5, Corrin g,ton's p,lnth i·ism 
01 what he terms ·'eest<ltic II(U \lr~ilislTl" recognizes rhe 

http:orrl;rlurali::.tn
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~ac recl ill the Ilulninous folds o r SCOli o ti c pltnitud~ thJt 
emerge or are cj ected rrom I1n tum "arura JJ~. Like huma n­
iSIll, Corrington's na tu ralism rejects a ny nolion o r supe r­
na1uraJism. bu t un h~(" huma ni~m, it will not deny bUI 
ins tead a ffirm s '" Lhe u tter sup re mJcy o r the transfig uring 
p01ClH:ic \; o j" nature·· (Corril lg lon 1997: 53). His lexkon is 
cOlll fo rlabk with such te rms as "nu mino us," "manic ..· 
"sacred," "divinc. " "cx rra - h u lll ~m,' · '·epi phany '· ilnd " tralls­
personal" ; i1 rej ec ts "lll<lgical,'· '·supcrnarur; iI ," " talis 
m<lOlC, "holy" a nd even "spi ri (Uil l. " Nevertheless, fo r 

CorrillgHl n, the re is the ero ti c and transordi na! spiril. - a 
gellC'ri c spi rir tha t helongs lo na ture and not to Christi ilfl ­
ity. Thi s spirit is '·selr-o the ring in the sense Iha r no s ign 0 1 

interprCl;) fll can ever enve lop it" (Corrin gto n 199 7: 16 1), 

bul it i ~ 001 a eonsc iousness becausf.: it h as no cc ntn or 
in tf' nli o l1 (l li ry. I! is a lways su bClltc rIl 10 nJ ture anclloc()(ed 
within na ture na lUrt'd. WhiJ e n J ture in hoth its dimens io ns 
con ta ins evt ry conceiva ble ty pe o r inftnire. sp iri t ror (o r­
li nRTon ex presses only o ne main kind of lh ~ non ~fJnite. 

The u ltimate unders ta nding of pant heism and the 
rdation hetwet:n til e di vi ne and nature rt""sts no t o nly in its 
dht ill clioll fHlm thei sm bU l also fro m the Iheolog ica l 
rmmcwo rk o f pa nenthebm a lld the process theologi('s 
of Alrreci No rth Whilehead ( l 06 1-- 1947) anc! Chil rl es 
Ha rtshorne (! 89 7 - ] 000). Spinoza's monism is usua ll y 
accepted II .!:. the ctass i(:al fo rm of panthdsm : a totally 
detumlllls ric r('al a y <"IIH.I ,I god hound by al: tua li{y. Panen­
rllClsm attempts LO reasse rt l lt~ /1,od heJd as [he to (;Jli ty o r 
both actu lil and po tential being . But un like rhe "god is <I II" 
<; tanc ( of panl"heisrn, pan entheisllI (" a ll in god··) is close r to 
the theop an tic pos iti on of ·'god is a ll. ,. In othe r w o rds, th is 
vi{'w ,lsserts th a t ;l ll th ings <'I re within the being ofgo cl , but 
god is nor subsumed o r "exha ustt'd" by all th ings and is 
"d<lili o nally som t'lh ing o lher than th e wo rld o r cosmos 
il se lr. The chie r difficul ty Wilh Ihe prl ncntheism god is 
Ih;lt it appears to be a reversion to theism's timeless a nd 
imp(lssible god th(l t s imply adop ts much of the languagc 

or pa nth eism - cspeci (l ll y in iL'i p rocess theo logy pos ition 
I h~H sees gnd ;['; ·'cmb r(lc in~r Lh e world and lov in g ly seek­
illS to h m' ,111 things toward their m;)X imllnl aeschelic 
satls iacti on . This no ti on of god '" luring,"' th e idea of god as 
the ideLlt which draws things (hack) to hi mself/itse lf. I"ha l 
is, v;od as the last ca lISe or gO<tI , was rust presenl f.: d by 
Ari sl Oll1.: and relll uoduced into contemporary I·houg ht 
by Whl h . .:itl:(ld. But w ha t Whitehead has done is to rej ect 

Spinoza 's no tion or substance <l nd replace il wi th process 
(n scril's o f cven h in space and timl'J. But unlike Spinoza's 
god w ho is houndecl hy ac ru ;'lli:y, Wllit ehead accepls t hat 
<'Ic tu <l l occ~l si ons provide the fund.wH'lll.al constitue nts or 

reality bll[ tha t the un iverse at any momellt consists o f a n 
in fi n ite nu mber 01" ac tual occasio ns. Eac h occas io n is a 
result (. /" (I II those thai have pr(>(':(>ded it bill a lso is some­
{hin~ new. Fur Whitehead , rh e r(ldically new always exists. 
Since presurt newness a llows fo r unpred ictabili ty, rhere is 
a lway::. a n open ru tu re - byp-a;-,sl l'f.! ur avoidi n g Sp inoza's 

delerministi c uni verse. HIS god is no r o mni potenl Of 

omniscient in knowi ng the future: but o nly in k nowinf("U 
thatl·he re is to I,H ow. But ina51ll tlch a ... Whi tt"IH'ad 's wutld 
IS p rocess, it is ho li s tic ,lOd o rRanic . And thi s wo rl dlgoo 15, 

acco rdi ng to Hartsho rll (~, in fin itely sl'l r-"urpassa h ll'. 
Ano ther thinkel with in the school or p rocess I1<l UJ rat· 

ism b Ro bcrt Nevi llt:. like Ave rroes, he (onrinu f'S rhe 
clrgumc O{ o r crfM io ex nih i to, and like SpinOla. he undrr­
slands the c rea ted world as fu lly de tnmiwu. Bul \Jl lhkt 
most or the em·li e l process na tu r<l lists. l'l l' dhnli~C'i Ihe' 

tC' ndcncy to ove rly rom (l llli cize th(, hUlll<l1l tt"<lits witlLin 
ct: I1J in o rd er!:. of n;)t~l re to the dt'l rilllent o f o illers . Nrvrr · 
thele-ss, he is persua ded to idl lrln the siro ng li nk fi r il n 

ind e-penden l god w the bound tO I.lh lY of ( iI (! cl't".II{,ll 
world. Unlike t he proc~ss rheoloAi a n:-. who pnvdcge 
creativi ty itf-.df and !1; \V(:' no 1l(:C'd for :';l c r~ ;"!lO J' got!, Neville' 
S('('l) ~() d <1nd creation unfOlding logd ile l' in the .Iel of 

wo rl d crea ti on - an <i<:t in whlch god oV ('["{,.'O ntl.'S ttl 
ow n (J";;lnscenckJlce and bf'comes immallelll in Ihc cre.mel 
o rder as (l governing centra l logos. In tradi liona l pf{I('ess 
nalur;r lism, the ( reCI ted world (/l aru/"rl 1I(lI u rata ) h('co lll~ 

!l ..H1 of the di v ine a ugmen tatio n P 10(,(:SS. Fo r Nevi lle-s Jlm­

Ct'SS l"h eo logy, the world b dependent un ~ orl ·~ Clbsohuc 
inrlfl it e sovndgllly, and [his god UlllS t become in ~omt 
St'nse fUlite ir it is to be invol ved in the wodd it h~s 
crrated . On the other ha nd , ill Corring l() u ·s (-('stall( 

na tura li sm. once the /tatum IllI tLlr{)fll hn<: he-en (,Jected m 
sp<lwned from the unconsc io us o r nat ure , il lS an aUIOllO­
mOlls fonndling with "no direct link to th{' ill<l ugur.llillg 
and unrul y g ro und·· (Corri !l ~to Ji 1997 : 11 9). In placc o( 
de termi mll"i o n a nd 'l blig,)li l/O , Il u.' re is tOt ;:)1 ill dl'»endr-ucl" 
and ava il abil ity <lnd , as such. th E' possibi luy of pC'r n ll lh1: 
re n('wClI. 

To su mmari ze, lilt' panentheis lll of p roc~s.s lt ri lur.,[i '\1]1 
wi.~ h cs 1(1 pl tlcf.: the d ivi ne beyond n a,1l1 te ; ~" mu,h tt5 

within it. In cont ras t, the pan theis m of ecstatic n Cllur,ll;~m 

asserts sim ply that there is no th ing oUbide natul"t'/thr 

wo rld/the cosmos. W h ll t' mos t natu liI ll'5 H1S esc.: hew ll.r 
no lion o r a superna tur<ll , they IllClY $[ ill huhl tu <..I ll under­
!a~ nd i n g of an im mane l\l f)l ct erll;) I.Llral. Tht · () PPO~[{(" (If 
na lura lism is no t supl'm ~t t u r., l i ~ln hu t r:Jl heT ,11111 

na.t urali sm 0 1 idea li sm. 1I0wC'v('r, ulll lk e Coni llgroll·s 
ecstdllc na tu l"<l lism that sinl])ly J is lTli c;s('-" til e mag ic;,!, in .a 

dy ntuni c palllheis t"ic nalUrdlistll , (lic i C jol; th e pos,'iibdlly 

that the supernaruraIJp reteJ" ll a lu l-.1 mi~h l arise (t~ Vimous 
(l po ri <ts that open up with in rl lt~ maUl"a!. To wha re\'C7 
<;:'xlcnl rhe numinous exists or eomes to ex ist wit hin a pan­
theistic undersTa ndin ~, it is illl clll ergcnI fru m nature' 
rather chan some a n tcc('(knl or (( {l riori Icko logkal faclOr 
W hile pJn l"h e is m ti /({ Spinoza m,w bt' luel· hani r al. nrl t\.H"3I­

i::.t ic understandings of pa ntheism hold Ill(' wo d el 0! (Os­
mos to be organic, interco nnected. in some way monistic 

<lll<i mos t likely encha n ted. 

M id llld Yuri 
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